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FINAL REPORT

Project Title: Student Achievement -

Cont-ct Persons: Glynn Ligon, Kevin Matter, Evangelina Mangino

Major Positive Findingsy

/

1. AISD students consistently achieve above the national average.

2. Achievement in grades 7 and 8 has improved markedly over the past
four years.

3. The four-year trend in achievement frow grades 1 through 10 is
upward. o ' -

4, Minority student achlevement has improved at an even greater rate
"than the achievement of/nonminority students.

5. Kindergarten students made 10 months progress in language skills in
the 7 months from pre~ to posttesting.

6. The average AISD ‘student achieves higher than three fourths of the
students in urban districts nationwide.

7. AISD's minority student achievement is above the average for all
students in urban districts nationwide. _ - #%

Major Findings Requiring Action:

1. The students in two ‘urban Texas districts outscore AISD students
on the TABS at grade 9 even though AISD students outscore students
in all drban districts at grades 3 and 5.

2. Instructional staff will ve challenged by the lower achieving
students who will enter grade 6 in 1983-84. These students have
been a noticeably lower achieving group since grade 2.

3. Instructional staff will be challenged by the higher achieving:
students who have entered high school in the last two years and

whe will’ enter high school in the next two years.
AN .
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Figure 1; AISD MEDIAN PERCENTILES, GRADES 1-8
‘ iTBS COMPOSITE SCORE, {982-83
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Figure 2: AISD MEDIAN PERCENTILES, GRADES 9-12
: STEP READING AND MATH, 1982-83
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HOW DOES AISD STUDENT ACHIEVEMENT COMPARE TO NATIONAL'AVERAGES?

Compared to students tested nationwide in 1978:

' , KFi- YORD
AISD students consistently achieve above v' NATIONAL NORM:
the national norm, except in social
studies at grade 9. : . Standard set by
’ O testing students
The areas of highest achievement are: : across the nation.
- language in grades 1-8, and 1 The 50th percentile
- math computation in grades 9-12. is the national
o : norm.
The areas of lowest achievement are: | !
- reading and math in grades 1-8,
~ reading and social studies in i
grades 9-12, . . KEY WORD
Kindergarten students achieve just above ; MEDIAN:
the national average in all areas tested. | The middle score;
' . B _ ' half are bigher,
Minority student achievement is generally § half are lower.

below both the fiational and the AISD
averages.

The Iowa Tests of Basic Skills (ITBS) was nationally normed in 1978 and
is given to AISD students in grades K-8 each spring. The Sequential
Tests 'of Educational Progress (STEP), given each spring in grades 9-12,
was originally normed in 1970. This older test has been equated with

a new edition to allow reporting results in terms of a 1978 national
norm group.

Figure 1 presents AISD's median percentiles

on the ITBS Composite Score from grade 1 to KEY WORD
grade 8. The Composite Score is an average 4 PERCENTILE:
i of all subtests reported in detail in
Attachment 1. Vocabulary, Reading Compre- - The percent of - .
hension, and Math Total are the main contri- -students who
butors to the Composite Scoira at each grade . scored lower.
. level. '

50th percentile
means 50% of the
national norm
group made a
lownr score.

Figure 2 presents AISD's median percentiles

on the STEP Reading and Math tests. Attach-
ment 2. provides these medians in detail for

all areas measured by the STEP.
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AISD student achievement is at or above the national average in every
. grade and area, except social studies at grade 9. s

. . The highest achievement area in grades 1-8 is language.
AISD averages are from 13 to 21 percentile points above
the national average. '

. The lowest aéhieVement_afea in AISD in grades 1-8 is
tvsually mathematics; although,  these mathematics scores
:re still above the national average by 4 to 9 percen-—
tile points.

. AISD students in grades 9-12 are achieving highest in
math computation (13 to 23 percentile points above the
national average). :

Reading is most often the area of lowest AISD achievement
in grades 9~12 (0 to 4 percentile points above the
e national average).

Kindergarten students achieve above the national dverage
in listening, language, and mathematics. The AISD lan~
guage average rises from below the national average in
the fall (42nd percentile) to above in the spring (52nd
. percentile). This above-average gain is illustrated in
- : Figure 3 and detailed in Attachment 3. (See note, page 25.)

" Figure 3: A1SD MEDIAN PERCENTILES, KINDERGARTEN
_ :  178S LANGUAGE TEST, 1982-83
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Minority students' averages are below AISD medians at all grades and are

" generally below the national averages. (See Figures 1 and 2.) However,
gsome minority students score in the highest ranges of the ITBS and STEP,
abova the average for the Anglo. students in AISD.

+ AISD medians for minority students generally decrease
from grades 1-8 in all areas.

. Hisuaunic students tend to have higher achievement levels
than Black students, except in language at grades 1 and 2.

. Language is the highest achievement area for minority ~
students in grades 1-8. The average for minority students
in language at grades 1-4 is at or above the national
average for all students. '

. The lowest achievement area for minority students in grades
3-8 is usually in rezding. Mathematics is the lowest area
at grades 1 and 2. AISD medians for minority-students range
from 1 tc 22 percentile points below the national average in
these arexs. '

.« Minority student achievement in grades 9-12 is below national
achievement levels in all areas with the exception of Hispanic
students in math computation at grades 10-12. :

. Minority studentes in AISD achieve highest at grades 9-12 in
‘math computation and lowest in social studies.

: Compared to students tested nationwide in 1982:

"AISD studeunt achievement in grades 1-8 is
generally above the national average, but
somewhat lower than in comparison to the
1978 national norms.

The ITBS was renormed in 1982 at grades K-8. These more recent no:ms

were received just before this report was published, but a comparison

of the 1982 and 1978 national norms-does indicate that AISD's median

percentiles will be somewhat lower in terms of the 1982 national

averages; however, most AISD averages can be expected to remain above

these higher 1982 national norms.

llationally, achievement levels have risen just as they have in ATSD over

the past few years. In fact, both the National Assessment of Educational .

Progress and the TABS have found upward achievement trends--especially

for minority students. AISD appears to be following the national trends

in student achievement. . /
¥ ‘ /

N3
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AISD students in grades 1-8 score higher
than three fourths of the students in
-other urban school districts.

" Minority students in grades 1-8 score
higher than the average student in other
urban school districts.

Achievement in grades 1-8 in AISD is well above the average for other
urban districts (see Figure 4 and Attachment 4). Minority students in
AISD achieve higher than the national average for students in urban
districts in 1978, '

F 4

. The average AISD student in grades 1-8 scores higher than
three fourths of the students in other urban districts.

. Black and Hispanic students in AISD.score from 4 to 19
percentile points higher than the average for all stu-
dants from urban districts. '

KEY WORD
URBAN NORMS:

Standard set by testing students
in urban school districts in
cities of 250,020 or more.

/

/

Figure 4: URBAN NURMS, AISD MEDIAN PERCENTILES
RADES 1-8, ITBS COMPOSITE SCORE, 1982-83
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HOWRQOES AISD'S 1982-83 STUDENT ACHIEVEMENT COMPARE TO PAST
YEARS? ' .

T
. In grades 1~6, achievement is
- higher than'four years ago; and

- about the same as last year.

. In grades 7 and 8, achievement is
- clearly higher than four years ago, and

- clearly higher than last year.

. In grades 9 and 10, achievement is
- higher than four yeavrs ago, and

= higher in somevareas than last year.

. In grades 11 and 12, achievement is
- lower than four years ago, and /

- about the same as last year. Y |

Figure 5 displays the grades 1-8 ITBS Composite Score medians for AISD
in each of the last four years.- Figure 6 provides the four-year trends
for the STEP at grades 9-12. )

Two-Year Trends

In general, grades 1-6 changed little; however, small increases occurred
at grades 1, 2, and 4. District averages at grades 3 and 5 declined
slightly. There was no overall change at grade 6. Minority student
. averages rose consistently at all six grade levels. _

\
Achievement in grades 7 and 8 improved notably. Again, minority student
averages showed the largest increases. ‘

Achievgment in grades 9 and 10 tended to be slightly higher than in
1981—82, but grades 11 and 12 were about the same or slightly lower.

The two—year trend can best be described as generally positive——espectally
for minority students.
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Four~Year Trends‘

Achievement levels have risen in the past four years in grades 1-10.
Only in grades 11 and 12 have there been declines in the AISD averages.
The greatest increases have been on Language Skills in grades'1-8 and
on English Expression in grades 9-12. Minority student achievement
averages have risen at a noticeably higher rate than have the overall
District averages.

High school social studies averages have shown the greatest decline
over the four-year period. '

Higher scores in grades 9 and.10 reflect the continuance of these
students' higher scores in juniof high school. Achievement in grades

11 and 12 can be expected to rise in the next two years, and achieve-
ment in grades 9 and 10 can be expected to continue to rise as the
higher scoring students continue to move from junior high into the

high schools. This will present a challenge to the high school instruc-
tional staffs to take advantage of these students' higher skills levels.

The 1982-83 fifth\graders coﬁtinue to be a somewhat lower achieving
group than the students just .ahead or just behind them. Their achieve-
ment in grade 2 was lower and continued to be lower throughout grades

3, 4, and 5. Sta ewide this trend is seen in other urban districts

and is most noticeable for Hispanic students. No environmental, in-
structional, or bjological explanation for this phenomenon has been
found. This group of students presents a challenge to the sixth-grade
teachers in 1983-84.




Figure S; AISD ACHIEVEMENT TRENDS
GRADES 1- BqITBS COMPOSITE SCORE, 1986 to 1983
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HOW DO AISD STUDENTS PERFORM ON THE TEXAS ASSESSMENT OF BASIC
SKILLS (TABS)? '

'

AISD students score close to the statewide
averages. ,

AISD averages have tended to go up across
the last four years. Minority students'
scores have improved the most.

AISD students outperform those from the
other seven urban Texas districts at grades
3 and 5.

Two other urban Texas districts outperform
AISD at grade 9.

' [
The Texas Assessment of Basic Skills (TABS) is given statewide’ to students
in gradqs 3, 5, and 9. Reading, mathematics, and writing skil}s have been
measured annually beginning in 1980. Across these four years, AISD's stu-
dents have performed just above: the statewide averages at grades 3 and 5
in reading and writing, and just below in mathematics. At grade 9, AISD
has been just below statewide averages in all areas. However, all of
these differences have been very small.

! .

Figure 7: PERCENTAGE MASTERING TABS OBJECTIVES IN AISD
i GRADE 9, 1980 to 1983
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AISD's TABS scores have tended to go up over the four years of testing
(Figure 7); concurrently, the statewide averages have improved at an-
equal rate. In both AISD and across the state, the'scoresgpﬁ“minority _
students have gone up at a faster rate than the scores for all students
combined. o e v '
At grades 3 and 5, AISD students outperform those in the seven other
urban Texas school districts. However, ninth-grade students in two
urban districts outperform AISD's ninth graders. AISD does not réquire
"students to demonstrate mastery on the TABS prior to graduation. In
" contrast, both higher scoring districts require students to ‘retake )
the TABS in grades 10, 11, ‘and 12 if mastery is not achieved in grade 9, -
and one district requires TABS mastery for graduation. AISD students. '
are offered ilhie opportunity to retake the TABS if mastery is not '
achieved. in grade 9, but they are not required to be retested. ~AISD
emphasizes more .its higher minimum competency standard which may be
met on other tests as well as the TABS. These differences in emphasis
may account for the differences in ninth-grade TABS scores among these
three urban districts. ' '
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HOW DO AISD STUDENTS COMPARE TO OTHERS TAKING COLLEGE |
ADMISSION ! TEsTsv | \

AISD seniors score higher on the Scholastic
Aptitude Test (SAT) than do students nationwide
and statewide. .

/;53 AISD seniors were National Merit Scholarship
semifinalists in 1983.

Although a higher percentage of AISD's seniors, especially female and
mlnority students, take the Scholastic Aptitude Test (SAT) than seniors
_nationwide, AISD's average scores are higher than the national averages.
/" AISD's students who take the SAT also have a lower median class rank
" and grade point average) than does the typical SAT taker. Figure 8
shows _that .both the national and AISD-.SAT scores have declined over the -
past 10 years, but at approximately the same rate.

The number of National Merit Scholarship semifinalists, finalists, and
~ scholarship recipients for the past”four years are shown in Figure 9.
" The 53 semifinalists represent 1%% of AISD's seniors. Only %% of the
seniors tested nationally are recognized as semifinalists.

i ;
: !

Figure 8: SCHOLASTIC APTITUDE TEST
‘NATIONAL AND AISD AVERAGES, 1372 to 1982
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Figure 9: NATIONAL MERIT SCHOLARSHIP QUALIFIERS,
1980 to 1983.

1983 1982 1981 1980

. . Semifinalists 53 35 49 49

\"‘ Finalists - 47 31 0 3%
} - Scholarship 33 2 23 . 3

/- :

WHAT DO AISD TEACHERS AND ADMINISTRATORS SAY ABOUT STUDENT
ACHIEVEMENT?

C

Teachers and administrators generally say
_that the District's emphasis on achievement

has been effective in raising the perfor-"
mance levels of students.

Spring 1983 surveys provided the following results.—
i

82.29.

_The District's emphasis on basic skills over the past few
years has been effective in increasing student performance:
in the basic skills.

TEACHERS Neutral

----- essstscsssns

The District's emphasis on the. improved academic performance
of low socioeconomic-status and minority students has been
effective in increasing the performance level of these students.

TEACHERS

ADMINISTRATORS
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~ .

. WHAT OTHER INFORMATION SHOULD BE“CONSIDERED TO UNDERSTAND
_-STUDENT ACHIEVEMENT IN AISD? ~ ,

I Two areas are of importanée.for interpreting student
achievement in AISD. ’

- .,/bhafacéeristics,of the student population

s

. Programs for special populatiors -

\

. Enrollment in kindergarten through grade 12 increased to 54,295 in the
fifth six~weeks of the 1982-83 school year. This was up 1% over the

- previous school year. Compared to 1975-76, the year with the highest
enrollment, there has been a 6% decline in student membership.

Thé percentage of enrolled students attending -school each day has in-~
creased slowly from 91% in the mid-1970's to 93% in 1982-83. Historically,
attendance is higher at the elementary grades and lower at the high school

" level. : _ -

The ethnic composition of AISD's student p0pulétion is 53% Anglo/Other,“x*\

287 Hispanic, and 19% Black. The percentage of minority students declines ™~
from grade 1 through v de 12 and has-tended to increase at all grade
levels over the past . years. S
The percentage of AISD students from low-income families who - qualify for
a free or reduced-price lunch is 42%. This percentage . is highest at the
elementary level and lowest at the high school level. ;?amily socioeconomic
status is closely related to school achievement. In AISD, students who
qualify for a free or reduced-price lunch score lower jon achievement
tests. Attachment 5 provides median scores by ethnic/ group for these
students. - ' . : 7
Programs for special populations provide instructipnél services to a
wide range of students from gifted and talented. to special education.

: These programs share the goal of improving student ichievement. The
reader is enCOuraged to refer to the evaluation repfrts on these N
special programs. 4 ’ ) _ )

N Report
v \{ Publication 1

- Program - 3 . / "Number “\

ECIA Chapter 1 Migrant . 82.70
) © ' ECIA Chapter 1 / ' 82.71 o

Gifted and Talented . / - 82.72

- High School Graduation Minimum Competency Requirement 82.73 . /
Local/State Bilingual ' : . 82.74 /
Project Pass - o 82.75 ;
State Compensatory Education . 82.76 o
Title VII Bilingual Preschool . P 82.77
14

16 -
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The costs for theéé'eight programs for the past four yearé are outlined

below.

Program

ECIA Chapter 1

ECIA Chapter 1 Migranc
Gifted and Talented
HS Grad. Min. Comp. Req.
ﬁ:jfﬁfoﬁjto:al/Scate 3ilingual
o

Project Pass

Sczate,Compensatory Education
- Title\VII Bilingual Preschool

1981-82

" Funding 1982-83 1980~-81 1979-80
Federal 2,500,000 . 2,600,000 2,800,000 . 2,700,000
Federal 1,000,000 900,000 1,000,000 850,000

Local/State © 252,000 335,000 211,000 -

Local 50,000 47,000 . 41,000 52,000
Local/State 850,000 1,054,000 1,065,000 825,000
Local . 160,000 . o= - -

State 1,112,000 992,000 834,000 - 882,000
Federal 300,000 300,000 © - 300,000 -
\

Decreasing the overlap of services by these programs to the same students

has been a long-range goal of AISD.
students .were served by more than two special programs.

By 1982-83,

overlap decreased to 266 _students. \

_Attachment 1.

Attachment 2.

Attachment 3. -

Attachment 4.

' Attachment 5.

Bibliography.

L

 ATTACHMENTS

<%

ITBS median percenqilé and grade equivalent scores,
grades 1-8, by ethnicity, 1979-80 through 1982-83.

STEP median peréentiles,'grades 9-12, by ethnicity,
1978-79 through 1982-83, 1970 and 1978 norms.

ITBS median pefcentile and grade'eqhivalent scores,
kindergarten, by ethnicity, fall and spring, 1982-83.

ITBS median percentile scores, urban norms, grades

1-8, by ethnicity, 1982-83.

Médian percentiles in reading, grades 1-12, students
qualifying for a free or reduced-price lunch, com-

- pared to students not qualifying, 1982-83.

Office of Research and-EvaIdation (ORE) 1982-83
publications relating to systemwide achievement

testing.

) 7 . ]-:? . | . /'

In the '1977-78 school year, 1,065

this

22

23 .

15
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KEY WORD A
GRADE EQUIVALENT:

The grade and month of
school in which a score
would be made by an
average student.

RZADTXG TOTAL : i

T %
T \ 3 . MATH TOTAL - )
H 2maCEeTILIS I GRrADE EQUIVALESTS 5 PRCDNTILES | GRADE ZQUIVALENTS
G I , ' 3 z - a '
- - » - - - 3 - » ] -~ -] o
h ¢ 3 3 2 3103 % OF OB 2 ¢ $F 3 % %] O%F O OO
A ! g =2.r3 @ 2 & = A X g2 =2 & 2| & =2 8 =8
N X X x Y -
Black a2 &2 & 47 | 162 1.82 1.66 1.73 Black M 033 36 3 | 1.5 1.5 1.57 158
{ {Rispsate | 46 45 47 49 ) 170 1.68 1.72 1.7 . | Bispantc 38 40 40 3 | 1.60 1.64 -1.65 1.70
‘Other 77 80 80 78 | 2.48 2.6 2.59 2.52 / Othae S& 68 68 63 | 2,08 2.15 2.16 2,14
Tocal 61 63 62 62 | 2,08 2.12 2.0 2.10 d Totsl 1 53 53 s | 1.82 1.8 1.87- 1.88
Black 36 36 42 4l | 2.45 2.45 2.65 2.62 |. . Black 322 .31 35 38 2,43 2,40 2,89 2.49
2 | Bispanic B 40 420 4S 2.38 -2.39 2.6 2.70 ; | Bispanic % 40 41 48 2,47 2.59 2.62 2.70
\ Other 77 80 30 8l 3.56 '3.68 3.67 3.69 Other 63 L3} 66 68 3.12 3.7 3,19 3,38
\ Total 58 6 62 63 | 3.033.20 3.15 3.16 E Tocal 0 .50 53 .53 2.82 2.82 2.87 2.93
\ Black 30 3 37 42 ) 312 3.25 3.38 338 Black 30 33 38 &3 | 3.29 3.35 3.8 3.6
N\ g | Mepente | 3% 3 &7 4 |3y 33 s 3 3 | Rispante 35 36 49 49 | 3.62 3.45 3.78 3.76
- Other 9 Tl 73 76 | 3.3 4.60 467 47 Other 87 87 72 72.) .30 &.31- 4.4k .62
. Total 3 53 - 38 .59 | 3.95 3.9 401 1) Toeal f 53 52 59 59 3.83 3,95 4.06 4.07
“ 1 slaek 23 25 % inm 3.82 3.92 4.9 .25 Back .| 27 03 . o3 33 | 400 a2 430 427
. | Mspamte | 30 31 31 30 | &1 &6 413 4350 | - o | Hispastc 38 036 3 k| 4.33.6.35 4.4 4,60
Other 3% 12 68l ‘72 | 5.62 5.73 5.58 8.73 : othar 71 &7 6. &8 | S.0y 5.35 5.32 5.39
Tocal s6” 753 51 35 | 5.06 4.97° 4.88 5.C2 Total 56 52 53 34 | A.97 4.87 4.85 4.93
Black 26 - 235 29 36 | 4.85 4.85 5.00 5.29 Black 29 30. 3 36 | 5.0 .5.07 .23 s.28
5 | Hispente | 31 35 35 38 | s.08 5.2 5.25 5.7 s | Rispante 37 38 4 a2 | 8.7 5.37 5.47 3%
Othar 727 76 36 73 | 6.82 1.0t 6.92 6.36 Other 67 72 71 & | 6.49 6.66 6.61 6.55
Total s5 59 ‘37 55 | 6.06 6.21 .13 6.06 Totsl 53 55 557 34 | 5.95 6.01 6.01 5.98
Black 0 ©27 28 " 33 | 5.39 .5.77 5.8 .06 Black ‘71 1 o 3 5.83 5.89 6.02 6.21
s Hispanic 26 32 36 38 5.69 6.01 5.19 5.28 6 Hispeaic 35 37 40. 42 6.18 6.29° 6.37 6.5
.| Other @ 7% 7% 76 | 7.77 s.01 8.05 8.02 I Other n. 11 12 n 7.67 1,70 1.15 7.11
Totat 2 51 % s | 698 T T8 22 { Tocal 6 .57 S8 s ! 7.00 7.07 7.10 7.08 ,
" ]
Black 19 25 28 33 | 589 628 6.37 472 i Black 2 30 30 W% 6.33 6.72 6.71 5.92
; | Hapamte | 23 25 33 35 | .23 5.9 671 6.9 ; | Bivpaste 31 36 38 30 | 6.76 1.03 7.3 i1
Other 67 71, 71 73" ! 8.6 8.7 8.80 3.93 . Othar 69 70 70 71 | 8.57 8.3 8.59 3.6
Total 9 852 s& s7 | 7.62 7.82 7.3 8.08 ! Toral 51 % 550§ 774 1.38 1.92 8.0%
Black 13 2 26 28 | 639 6.87 7.20 7.38 Black 19 23 29. 30 | 7.0 7.32 7.8 7.66
e | Hspeate | 26 % 30 % |7.08 709 7.51 711 s | Hispanic 29 31 3 -1 7.6 1.76 s.00 8.2
Other 67 69 1. 71 | 9.60 9.75 9.8 9.3 Other 66 70 707 71 | 9.40 9.6 9.38 9.65
Total a7 sL 5% 55 | .47 8.7 3.91-8.98 Total 48 51 S 36 | 8.55 8.7) 8.87 B.95

 Attachment 1. ITBS MEDIAN PERCENTILE AND GRADE EQUIVALENT SCORES, GRADES:
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1-8, BY ETHNICITY, 1979-80 THROUGH 1982-83. Students at .
grade level would receive an X.8 grade equivalent median in
grades 1~6 and an X.67 median in grades 7 and 8. The median
percentile rank for the national norm group is 50 for all.

grades.

(Page 1 of 3, Reading and Math Total.)
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H WOBD AMALYSIS (Grades 1 & 2 Only)
) b pERCENTILES GRADE EQUIVALENTS
G 1 o
) § [ -~ K ) ] ~ $ - I
T ' : A 1 ¢ %7 % 3 g %
r : LASGUAGE TOTAL® > b 2 & 2 @ 3 =2 a3 8
! «
3 PERCENTILES GRADE EQUIVALESTS - £ k4
G 1 Black 46 43, &6 47 | 171 1.64 1.66 1.78
2 ¢ - - o T y | Htspante 48 45 ' 500 49 1.76 1,69 1.80 1.80
i i 3 3 = 7 Y ¢ T % Othar M3 18 76 13 2.47 2.60 2.38 2.5
D T g =2 =’ & g 2 8 B ‘ Toeal 63 6L 60 62 | 2.16 2.15 2.13 2,13
k X . — Black 39 % 40 A6 bb 2.4h 2,47 2.63 2.61
Black 4 &7 &7 S1.| 1.677 1.76 1.73 1.81 - , | Btspante W0 gs A5 9 2.48 2.60 2.6k 2.77
, | Hiepantc 6 46 o8 8L 1.71 1,70 1.74 1.81 . Ocher 7w s 17 718 3.69 3.79 3.81 3.75
1o} ochar 8 .15 16 718 2.39 2,73 2.78 2.73 Toeal 60 6 6k 64 3,16 3.13 3.27 3.27
Tocal 57 .60 62 63 1.97 2.07 2.12 2.19 s - -
Bleck 45 30 S6 87 2.67 2.80 3.00 3.06 5
, | Htspante PUR Y I 2.56 2.73 2.79 2.88 E ORK-SYUTY TOTAL (Grades 3-8 Only)
Other . © 73 12 N 3.62 3.79 3.7 3.72 : ,
Total 59 - 6. 62 63 3.6 3.26 3.29 3.32 3 ~ pacESTILES. GRADE EQUIVALESTS
. 3lack 43 49 53 89 3.61 3.83 5.01 4.26 ¢ 1
3 | Htspantc 46 50 &3 62 | 3.70 3.87 4.60 5.39 r $ $} & = B $ 8 =2 8
Qther 76 8 80 80 3.01 5.12 5.23 5.23 o I 2 L] a @ K] 2 [ @
o Total &% 6 712 N 4.47 &.51 4.80 4.79 H =
Black 45 a6 48 S0 | 4.20 .62 4.78 4.88 -Black 33 0 36 42 A3 | 3.1 3.32 3.52 3.%6
© . |uispante 41 47 49 - 86 | 4.51 .77 .84 5.1 5 | Rispante 39 .40 55 82 3.43 3.44 3.95 3.8%
Other - 76 74 - 74 .76 |* 6.04 6.05 6.0l 6.12 Other 70 70 7% 74 ] k.51 4,51 4.66.3,63
Total ., j60 &2 62 68 5.32 5.44 5.4 5.36 Tocal 6 55 62 6l 3.99 3.94 -4.23 47
Black 18 40 47 49 4,26 $.33 5.69 3.76 Bisck 28 .31 38 39 ] 3.92 5.0 4.31 4.38
5 | Etspentc W0 45 s1 52 | -3,33 S.61 5.87 5.98 i | Bdspante 39 39 A1 49 5,35 4,07 485 476
Ocher * |/ 73 78 77 77 | 7.0 7.3 1.32 1.3 Other "2 1 N 18 5.70 5.74 S5.66 S5.84
Total / %9 6 65 63 6.3 6.39 6.61 6.63 Tocal .81 51 s %9 5.06 5.05 S5.01 5.16
Black § il 40 41 46 5.76 6.1 6.38 6.67 Black 34 33 39 52 5,05 S5.06 5.29 S5.32
¢ | Bispanic | 8 42 47 %) 5.98 .46 6,70 6.95 ¢ | Biepanic 41 1 43 47 43 7 %39 S.47 5.65 5.7
Ocher (| &8 74 7313 7.90 8.26 8.35 8.35 Other 70 17 16 16 6.73 7.03 -6.97 6.96
| Toeal s 60 6% 4 7.12 7.47 7.65 7.67 | ~ | tocar T 88 62 62 6l 6.15 6.35 6.3 6.27
Bleck 2% 3% 40 46 5.88 6.63 6.93 7.35 1 Black 29° 28 33 38 | 8572 S5.70 5.97 6.16
7 Hiepanic k)8 k1] 43 49 5.32 6.86 7.19 7.39 //I 5 * $4spanic 30 &6 43 46 5,86 6.29 6.44 6.59
- Other & 11 % 1N 8.73 9.03 9.23 9.48 Ocher. * 8 nn 13 0N 7.62 7.84 7.98 7.93
Tozal ' 50 57 62 67 7.67 8.15 8.43 a.77 Toral. | 3, '57 -6l 6 6.85 7.07 .28 7.23
3lack 22 .29 38 4 6.65 7.13 7.88 8.20° ' Black 2 28 29 33 $.98 660 6,40 6.76
g | Eispenic | 31 3 &3 i 7.28 1.52 8.23 8.52 | - ; | Eispentc 26 33 "3 o 6.25 6.70 6.73 7.06
Other . & T Te 717 9.64 10.10 10.35 10.56 ! Ocher I 64 68 71 73 ;' 3.62 3.69 8.82 8.3
Total a 57 62 63 | 9.3 9.16.9.50 9.75 | Totsl S 12 s3  89 7.35 7.73 7.85 3.16"
[ r i ‘ . .
#For zrades 1 and 2, Speiling is the only language test, . o ?ul:;:n“ , k; . g; . :2‘; ‘2\‘: .6,:? g.g: ;.gg :I,.;g
- : 8 | other 6 - 69 72 7% 9.44 9.30 9.96 10.05
. - Totel . 45 49, 56 8 8.32 8.55 9.03 9.13

sedian ‘grede equivaienc and poruu:i 8 330res are calculezed indepan-
dently. Smsll fncoreistencies can occur’from this.

f

|

Attachment 1. ITBS MEDIAN PERCENTILE AND GRADE EQUIVALENT SCORES GRADES
1-8, BY ETHNICITY 1979-80 THROUGH 1982—83.
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: coMpOSTTES
3 PERCETILIS. CRADE FQUIVALENTS .
S o 3 32 =! 3 8 =2 3
A T & @ @ = a A e =
) 'y = - 2 uA D -~ ~ -
4 Y
" Black 42 42 83 L6 1.66 1.63 1.65 1.7
, Htspante 43 s AG 49 1.70 1.67 I.71 1.78
y Other FE T T S S | 2.61 2.57 2.56 2.49
: Tocal R G 2.0° 2.10 2.10 2.10
Black I R 3 2.50 2.% 2.69 2.7
; -Htapaste % 43 4S5 47 2.47 2.67 2.71.2.77
Other 316 15 16 | 3.56 3.64 3.63 3.85
. CoTezsl T W & 3.06 7 3.13 3.17 3.19
Co . Blsck [ ORIt S A G ) 3.26 3.43 3.5 372
- 3 Hispentc 3 3}’ a1 N 3.40 3.55 3.90 3.87
- Othez e f2 18 e 4,54 8.62 4.76 4,75
Total % % a2 A% 4,05 6.06 6,25 @.23.
Black PY AR - T - R 3.97 6.13 6.36 4.37
4 Hissanic 36 73 W a7 8,27 6.32 4.31 4.69
. . - Other 13 12 0. 1N 5.75 5.69 5.6 5.76
Total $7 %7 /36 $8 | -5.08 .07 5.01 5.13
) © Black 32 320 3 40 | 5.02 5.03.5:26 3.36
s  Hispantc 36 40 b2 &b 5.20 5.37 3.50 '5.36
. Qzher 5116 16 713 6.77 7.02 6.93 6.38
Tots . 56 . 60 60 S8 | 6.10 6.27 6.25 6.19
Blazk 25 a1 %y 5.59 5.88 6.03 6.18 |
s Hispanic 30 38 sl 43 5.83 6.22 6.36 6.48
Other . 6 13 75 16 | 1.13 7.93 B.02 1.9
| Totsl . | .52 38 60- 60 6.92 7.15 1.25 1.26.
Mlack 20 28 32 3% 5.89 6.43 6.63 6.36
,  Hispanic 23 W 3 &2 6.23 6.72 6.33 1.17
° oOther . 8 11 16 76 8.57 8.76 8.86 3.96
Total 49 : 58 62 7.57 7.89 8.03 3.22
3legk’ 19 22 12 N 6.70 7.9 7.47 1.38
g Hispentc % 31 ¥ o 7.16 7.8 1,77 1.97
Other &7 12 15 16 9.49 9.76 9.90 2.99
/ Total o7 5% 38 60 8.40 8.78 9.03 9.1
" *Basic Sattery Composite £or grades’l and 2; Complaete aa::;ry Composite
N a for grades 3-8. -
B : ’ ' ! R
. ' Attachment 1. ITBS MEDIAN PERCENTILE AND G E EQUIVALENT

1-8, BY ETHNICITY, 1979-80 THROUGH 1982-83:

(Page 3 of 3, Composite.)
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NZHWOZ OO

Rt Rl et — —— -
T
" ENCLISH HAIN HATH BASIC SOCIAL NPCHANN CR
N READING EXPRESSTON OOMHPUTATION QINCEFTS Sl’UpllS OF NRITING
IR i _
SRR R I R E R R AR RS RSB IS4 A AN
[ ¥ ggEld|dsega|zeaanq|ie g E|RE 2|8 TS
"miAck 36 36 37 37 40 {25 2727 -3 |13 303343 |29 3030 30 iz -ujn - 32- s
1 g | Misr. [37 633943 A4 12833 36 - 35 143 47 48 47 49 (3239 37 3939 (24 2824 - W0 |31 31 - 36 - \
9 oruen {63 65 63 M/;"u 636767 ~ 69 |75 7879 78 79 |65 71.70 71 70 59 62 63 - 65 |69 72 - 73 -
g TOTAL 153 33 52 ;5 54 |47 49 50 - 53 |59 62 62 61 63 |55 55 55 56 56 |39 41 39 - A3 |50 55 - 58 -
// ‘ - v N
. BLACK (34 34 34 38 35 |29 30 29 - 29 [40 40 40 47 40 |29 29 29 31 W |20 18 20 - 19 [ 31 ~ DA~
N o | w39 m/,.i/o 39 4L {34 32 35 - 36 [49 50 56 55 57 |37 41 &1 A3 A3 |28 27 2/ - 30|37 39 - 42 -
0 tTER |60 6,1/ $9 6L 62 165 66 62 - 68 |79 81 A2 arr?'a_'mi‘ n1272712134167167% -18lnn- N -
5{ TOTAL .;.z/é.o 49 51°51 155 53 53 - 87 7070 70 69 73 {56 56 56 36 58 |54 SOAB < SL{SY 59 - 59
S mak 33 033373 |29 3228 - 37 [3sazs0se ey [ 3s sz ez fir 2 ar - 28 |33 3 - Afu
n s /s a0 38 40 40 |17 M - 43 {ao st 5256 57 |41 46 42 &4 44 |22 33 28 - 35 [an a6 - a9 -
omer 58 59 59 59 59 |74 76 76 - 76 |82 83 mmazlennnnaimann -m|nnw- -
mﬂu. 5253 515252 [63 63 61 - 62 [70 73 71 71 72- i_s 6 63 6565 |70 70 64 - €8 167 67 - 67 -
/. ) \ N -
MACK |33 93 34 3233 |26 3235 - 30 |79 303538 42 |34 33393736 |2020 21 - 183639 - 36 -
12 ] WSP- [3s 42 38 36 37 139 47 s = a0 |69 52 49 47 54142 44 43 40 43 |33 4237 - 37 (49 53 - 47 -
. /," ;mlzu S7 58 56 57-%2 {13 7577 - 8172 77 717 18 77 |76 76 76 81 76 7877 77 - 17.180.79 - 79 -
" L roran [sasa 525050 |65 66 66 - 64 (117068 67 62 Jeses 63 k362 |12 73 1 - 66|70 0~ 66~ |
A - . .
T . B
| n . [TRE] MATH MATIl BASIC SOCIAL HECHAMI S -
"/.,/ .l‘ READING zxr‘nsslm COHPUTATION mn.czm i STUDLES X or Hll‘l’ll.u: SCIENCE
R " .
N EEEEEI LR R R R 1 IR A1 A S AR A (A S A i A A A
"2 T dsesc|esescjasengigsenlzsra|esngaes2n
siack 1414161518 10 1101 - 14 Jusas1B1s 20 151617 16 214131213 -15 {111 - 14 - [1212 -32 -
o |MsP. [1620 1820 21 |10 1415~ 17 12024 232 26 [18 23 2t 23 231519 )6 - 20 |13 1517 - QIS 1B - 1% -
aruex=|51 53 51 52 52 |82 46 46 ~ 47 |51 5656 54 55 |49 5555 55 54 |4k a6 46 - 48 |43 47 - 48 - |56 5m-se -
’ TOTAL |34 35 33 34 36 2826 27 - 30°|35 38 38 37 40 36 36 36 37 372831 29-32 2931 -32 - |37 38-36 -
Jmacx Jle1é 1815 [ 1210~ 1012020 1922 20 [19 1919 21 20 f16 14 15 - 15 |17 15 =17 - 15 -1 -
10 mise |19 19 20 19 22 |17 14 18- 1827233 332522730 mj222021-2% |19 '.20 ~a - J2zw-22 -
onie |56 56 53 56 58 |49 49 50 - 51 |56 60 61.57 63 {60 62 61 62 63 |51 51 49 ~ 53 [46 47 - 46 - |36 60 - 56 -
TOTAL |42 41 37 &1 42 {36 34 36 = 37 |44 44 44 43 48 [45 45 &5 45 48 |38 36 34 - 37 |14 36 - 33 - [A5 A2 - AL -
pace B0z 9~ v nws|anoanswfizisn-1 fwws-17 - s -
w | wisee fe22z192222 151716~ 20 ]2833 313635128 31 293232202320~ 24 {2323 - 25 - |2 % - 25 -
omirn 156 58 57 56 57 |50 52 52 ~ 52 |60 61 61 6161 |65 €6 67 67 66|53 53 52- 53 |s0 st -1 - |enen- 59 -
TOTAL, }42 46 40 41 41 {38 38 36 - 37 [48 49 48 47 49 | 34 56 S1 34 54 |42 42 38 - 4L 3819-38 - |4749 -ak -
sk [ee1s 1018 | 71203- nfwis s afaasas|vnw-12 jus-n - | 14-1 -
iz |mse s sz 17 |2729272601 303231 28311702622-20 |2023-20 - [2230-22 -
vrize |53 55 52 54 53 [48 49 5L - 51 |59 58 57 61 59 |64 64 65 69 64 |53 5050 - 49 |48 46 - 46 - ST ST -5 -
toraL |4k 47 42 40 39 [39 40 40 - 38 |50 50 47 46 46 |55 55 53 53 St fa3 a6 41 - 35 [I0a0- 36 - [a9sL-as -
’ ’ A
Attachment 2. .STEP MEDIAN PERCENTILES, GRADES 9-12, BY ETHNICITY,
1978-79 THROUGH 1982-83, 1970 AND 1978 NORMS.
‘ . 19
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I E All Students Tested Students Tested Both Fall & Spring
T : ) Grade ‘Grade
- H Perceq:iles Equivalents Percentiles Equivalents
in g g .3 e
I p i g 2 2 B F R
T c j= & = ® = ® =R
£ 1o ‘ . < . T <)
s T 5. B 55 2,08 2l 3
T Y b s S a 2 8 s/ 8
Language | Black 25 28 P.64 K.25 25 .30 "p.65./ k.30
. Hispanic 33 33 P.76 K.37 33 as P°77,/9’ K.40
Other * 54 64 K.16 1.34 59 65 K.26/ 1.38
Total 42 52 .P.,91 - K.88 44 - 54 P.95 K. 93
Listening | Black 36 K.53
Higpanic 40 . K.61
Other 68 1.15
Total 52 K.84
Math Black 35 K.42
Hispanic 39 K.53
Other - 65 1.16
Total 53 K.86

Attachment 3.

20

ITBS MEDIAN PERCENTILE AND GRADE EQUIVALENT SCORES,

- KINDERGARTEN, BY ETHNICITY, FALL AND SPRING, 1982-83.
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’ READING LANGUAGE WORK-STUDY MATH
GRADE. ETHNICITY TOTAL TOTAL* TOTALA* ~TOTAL COMPOSITE
1 Black 67 66 73 54 65
HEispanic 69 65 74 <62 67
Other 87 86 85 80 84
Total 79 76 81 71 76°
2 Black 69 7 73 57 69
Hispanic 71 69 76 67 71
Other - 89 84 89 84 86
Total 81 78 84 75 80 -
3 Black 70 77 68 66 72
Hispanic 73 79 74 71 75
Other 89 89 87 86 88
Total 82 85 80 79 82
4 Black 66 72 65 58 66
Hispanic 72 77 75 68 74
Other 89 88 90 87 89
Total 81 83 - 82 77 81
5 Black . 67. 72 70 62" 69 .,
Hispanic 1 75 77 69 73 -
Other 91 89 91 88 90
Total 82 83 85 79 83
6 Black 66 72 67 62 68
Hispanic 71 26 77 69 73
Other .91 90 91 89 91
Total 84 84 85 81 85
7 Black 66 73 67 . 62 67
B Hispanic 68 76 . 72 68 73
Other 92 92 93 30 93
Total 85 - 87 88 83 87
8 Black 64 72 63 60 66
‘Hispanic 70 75 73 70 73.
Other 93 92 93 90 91
Total - 86 87 87 83 86

*Spelling in grades 1 and 2.

F"

Attachment 4.
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i

**ord Analysis in grades 1 and 2. ;

23

ITBS MEDIAN PERCENTILE SCORES, URBAN NORMS, GRADES 1-8,
" BY ETHNICITY, 1982-83.
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READING TOTAL

LUNCH - \

GRADE STATUS BLACK - HISPANIC OTHER
Zile  (N) 21le (V) zile (W)
1 Free/Reduced 45 (598) 42 (791) 60 (454)
l Full Price 57 (196) 63 (388) 82  (1501)
2 . Free/Reduced 37 (524) 39 (732) 66 (403)
. Full Price 58 (176) 59  (344) 85 (1552)
3 Free Reduced 38 (490) 40  (638) 57 717
Full Price 52 (225) 60 (360) 76 (1396)
4 Free/Reduced 29 (503) 33 (652) 58 (337)
. Full Price 45 (223) 57 (387) 76 (1439)
5 Free/Reduced’ 30 (478) 29 (651) 58  (305)
Full Price 46 (244) 53 (372) 76 (1495)
6 Free/Reduced 26 (457) 29 (617) 61 (350)
Full Price 45  (247) 51 (385) 77 (1753)
7 Free/Reduced 28 (450) 27 (550) 54 (310)
: Full Price 46 (259) 52 (430) 76 (2069)
8 Free/Reduced 24 (400) 28 (546) 51 (263)
Full Price 43 (223) 45  (374) 75  (2001)

READING
LUNCH \
GRADE STATUS BLACK HISPANIC OTHER
Zile o) %ile (YY) 7ile )}

9 Free/Reduced 36. (428) 39 (506) ‘53 (194)
Full Price 48 (305) 49  (521) 65  (2139)
10 Free/Reduced 33 (298) 37 (274) 49 (100)
Full Pride 39 (244) 43 {413) 62  (1967)
|1 Free/Reduced 35 (212) 37 . (249) 50 (96)
- Full Price 40 (247) 43 (326) 59  (1725)
12 Free/Reduced 29 (185) 33 17%) 4 (55)
Full /Price 35 .(223) 39 (394) 57 (1729)

Attachment 5.

/ '
/

22

] ;/f_ -

/
/

Percentiles for ITBS Reading Total.
Percentiles for STEP Reading.

2.4 .

MEDIAN PERCENTILES IN READING, GRADES 1-12, STUDENTS
/QUALIFYING FOR A FREE OR REDUCED-PRICE LUNCH, COMPARED
/ TO STUDENTS NOT QUALIFYING,.1982-83.

Grades 1-8:

Grades 9-12:
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Bibliography
i

1982-83 Publications

Achievement test preparation: A;year-longfgoal, not a last-minute thought.
Paper presented at the annual meeting of the American Educational
Research Association, Montreal, April 1983. (Pub. No. 82.63)

In the experience of the Austin Independent School District's Office

- of Research and Evaluation (ORE), most test preparation and informa-
tion activities can be incorporated into regular classroom activities.
ORE's Systemwide Testing Program has gradually developed a process
and support materials whexeby the test administrations are a tool
for evaluation and also a means of informing, preparing, and involving
teachers, parents, and the community in the educational process.

Achievement testing;, Doors to your child's learning. Austin, Tx.:
Office of Research and Evaluation (Pub. No. 82.34), Austin Independent
School District, November 1982.

This brochure describes the achievement tests and the language pro-
ficiency tests used in the Austin Independent School District to
measure the learning of basic skills and proficiency in the English
language. The brochure also contains suggestions for parents to
help their children prepare for achievement testing. (Revised
edition of 81.28.) :

BASIC SKILLS: 1982~83 evaluation design. Austin, Tx.: Office of

Research and Evaluation (Pub. No. 82.23), Austin Independent School
District, October 1982. '

LOW SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS AND MINORITY STUDENT ACHIEVEMENT: 1982-83
evaluation design. Austin, Tx.: Office of Research and Evaluation
(Pub. No. 82Y24)’ Austin Independent School District, October 1982.

The evaluation design is a one-year plan of evaluation work for a

. project. It provides.a brief project and evaluation summary, and
identifies the decision and evaluation questions to be addressed,
other information needs, dissemination plans, resources’ required
and information sources to be used.

«

Nuts and bolts of testing, a bulletin for test coordinators 1982-83.

Austin, Tx.: Office of Research and Evaluation (Pub. No. 82. 06),'
Austin Independent School District August 1982 - May 1983.

This is a periodic newsletter for building test coordinators and/or .
principals. There are separate sets of idsues for test coordinators
in elementary schools, "junior high schools, and senior high schools.
The issues summarize topics discussed at meetings, answer questions
from building test coordinators, announce future meetings, and pro- -
vide current updates on issues related to testing, etc.. (Note: This -
i8 Volume IV of a continuing publication. 1Issues for the 1981-82
school year may’ be found in publication 81.31.)

Q . - . ’ 23

‘. or




82.29 : \

SYSTEMWIDE EVALUATION: 1982-83 technical report. -Austin, Tx.: Office

of Research and Evaluation (Pub. No. 82.55), Austin Independent
School District, June 1983. :

The Technical Report is a detailed account of the instruments used
in data collection, and the purposes, procedures, and results of
the data collection effort. It is contained in four volumes. The
information presented in Volume I relates to the District's Five-
Year Pldn for Accreditation, which emphasizes improving student
 achievement in basic skills, with a special focus on low-SES and

minority. student athievement. In Volume II, information is pre-~
sented about. the District's special populations of students
including retainees, school leavers, National Merit scholars, and
limited-English~proficient (LEP) students. Volume III:n;devoted

. to personnel-related issues. Volume IV contains survey results.
and summariés of District records. o

b
" Your child's ‘scores in basic skills - Towa Tests of Basic Skills, AISD
P elementary schools, school year 1982-83.  Austin, Tx.: Office of
‘ Research and Evaluation (Pub. No. 82.30), Austin Independent School
District, April 1983. (Revised edition of 81.39) 2

Your child's scores in basic skills - Iowa Tests of Basic Skills, AISD
kindergarten, school year 1982-83. Austin, Tx.: Office of Research
Znd Evaluation (Pub. No. 82.31), Austin Independent School Districty”
April 1983. (Revised edition of 81.69)

" Your scores in basic skills - Iowa Tésts of Basic Skills, AISD junior high
' ~schools, . school year 1982-83. Austin, Tx.: Office of Research and
Evaluation (Pub. No. 82.32),.Austin Independent School District,
February 1983. (Revised edition of 81.40) ¢ T

Your scores in basic skills = Sequential Tests of Educational Progress,
AISD high schools,. school year 1982-83. Austin, Tx.: Office of
Research and Evaluation (Pub. No. 82.33), Austin Independent School

a District, April 1983. (Revised edition of 81.41) - :

The parents of every student receive one of these four brochures.
Each brochure briefly describes the test taken by the student and
- the way the score’s will be used by teachers and other School per-
sonnel. Except for the kindergarten brochure, students' scores are
provided on a gummed label to be affixed to the last page of this
brochure. Kindergarten'students"scores are printed directly onto
', the last page of the brochure. . A Spanish versioqlis.available for
A both the elementary. and kindergarten bgochuregQ:ﬂ ‘

All of the publications listed above are available <from the Office of
Research and Evaluation. Cahtact Kevin Matter, Glynn Ligon, or other
Systemwide Testing’ staff for further information.

Q - ~ 2 C ‘26
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Notes ‘

Comparisons to Reports from Previous Years

The median percentile and grade equivalent scores presented here are
calculated independently based upon the most recent test data files."
Each year some test records are updated by adding missing student infor-

.. ——mation. Some medians calculated using these updated files may be slightly
d1fferent from the. scores in previous reports.

Anomalies

Over the past four years ORE staff members have noted sefveral anomalies
which may be present in achievement test data. Two are evident in this
report.

1. A total groups' median may decline while all subgroups'
medians rise. (Example: Attachment 1, Reading Total,
grade l 1980-81 to 1981 82 scores.) :

2. A totsl groups' percentile gain may be larger than the
gain.of each subgroup. (Example: Figure 3, kindergarten
ITBS Language gains.) ' . -

For"more information ontheseand other snomalies in. achievement data,
please refer to ORE Publication 81.60, Anomalies in Achievement Analyses.

-

Roundlng

Numbers reported here are rounded to the most appr0priate decimal place.
Rounding can cause some calculations to appear_ incorrect._ Total group
medians and gains for groups are calculated independently rather than
summed from previously rounded numbers.
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